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The date given in the record is not verifiable because the Saka year 1022 does not tally with the
given cyclic year Vyaya and no lunar eclipse according to the ephemeris of S. K. Kllay, occurred on
the said full moon day of the month of Magha. Therefore the given Saka year seems to be a mistake
for 1028 which corresponds to Vyaya and in that year a lunar eclipse occurred on Thursday, the full-
moon day of Magha as stated in the record.
If the above correction is acceptable, the record for the fiirst time furnishes a very important date
in the chronology of the early Kskatlyas. Till now scholars are of the opinion that Beta II was alive
only upto 1090 A.D. as indicated in the KSzipet Dargah inscription of his son Tribhuvanamalla Durga-
rSja. Unfortunately the epigraph, is partly damaged and the dates are deduced only on the incomplete
data furnished in the broken portions. The first of the two dates given in it mentions the cyclic year
Pram5da and the Solar eclipse that occurred on the new mcon day of the Karttika month, the Saka
year being doubtful whether 1018 or 1012. However, the latter Saka year tallies with PramOda in which
there occurred a solar eclipse on the new moon day of Karttika. This day regularly corresponds
to 24th November 1090 A.D. It refers to a gift made by Tribhuvanamalla Beta (Beta II) or his son
MahSmafldalSsvara Tribhuvanamalla Durgganripati on that day. The second date mentioning Uttara-
yajia - samkrGnti of the year BahudhSnya is contained in the very first line of another side, the top of
which is broken. This BahudhSnya corresponds to 1098 A.D. It is said that on this date the pillar
containing the charter, stated to be the pillar of fame of the family (nija - kula - kmti - stambha) was set up.
Owing to the incompleteness of the epigraph, it becomes uncertain whether the record actually belongs
to Beta II or his son 'Durgz-nripati. It is equally uncertain whether the epigraph pertains to a fresh
document or mere a copy of some former record. In these circumstances neither of the two dates given
in the record helps us in deciding the last date of Beta II or the initial year of his son Durga-72r(pfl#. It
simply furnishes the information which is otherwise unknown, that is Beta II had another son besides
Pr5la II, named "Dmg&-nripati who also bears the title Tribhuvanamalla like himself (Beta). In the light
of the present Sanigaram epigraph the date of which can be equated to 1107 A.D., BStall's last year
can be, safely assigned to this date. Thus the gap of twenty years of uncertainty in the chronology of
the early K&katlyas is reduced to ten years from 1107 A.D. to 1117 A.D. the latter being the known
initial year of Pi 5la II. During this period of ten years, how long B5ta II lived beyond 1107 A.D.,
how much earlier than 1117 A.D. PrOla II succeeded his father and whether Durga - nripati did ever
rule for any time during this ten years period are the questions which need consideration.
It may be said in this connection that Durga according to the above cited Dargah
inscription, seems to be Beta's elder son than PrOla and it must be the reason how he acquired the title
Tribhuvanamalla, adopted by his father after his overlord Chalukya Tribhuvanamalla VikramSditya VI.
Such titles in those days were borne by prince designates or the eldest sons of the chiefs with the permission
of their masters. So Durga ought to have succeeded Beta II, had it been a succession in normal course.
But we see that PrSla II succeeded Beta II. The reason must be that Durga might (have died with
little or no opportunity to succeed his father. An epigraph recently discovered in the village Kottapalli
in Nalgonda district discloses an interesting point in this regard stating that PrOla was so kind that he
would protect or forgive even his nephew (bhrstrivya i.e., brother's sonfjwhen he (the latter)[sought"pro-
tection or asylum, (bhratnvyam-apy^avati ya6*=tarava?h gatam svam). This is a clear indication that
Prdla II had acquired the power by adopting some foul means and that too with his brother (bhr&tri) and
his son (bhrmtivyd). In other words PrOla II succeeded to power by means of us4urpation. Further, the